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Palestine.   As the Mandatory Government had not been officially
consulted before the Congress was announced, the Mufti was sum-
moned towards the end of November by the High Commissioner in
order to define its objects and was warned that the Government
would not allow the convening of a Congress at which questions
might be raised affecting the internal or external affairs of friendly
Powers.1 Already, as the result of a personal interview between the
Mufti of Jerusalem and the Egyptian Prime Minister, the Egyptian
Government were reported to have consented to send delegates.2
Subsequently, however, they decided not to be officially represented,
but placed no difficulties in the way of delegates from the Muslim
Associations in Egypt and from the Wafd. The leaders of the Wafdist
and Liberal parties both signified their personal adhesion to the
Congress by letter or telegram.3 Of the Arab rulers, the Imam of the
Yaman was the only one to respond immediately in a favourable
sense.* The other kings and princes maintained at first an attitude
of reserve; but, when the Congress actually assembled, the members
of the Hashim! house in 'Iraq and Transjordan associated themselves
with it, and King'Abdul-c Aziz b. Sa'ud nominated a representative,
who was, however, unable to reach Jerusalem in time to take part.5
The various Muslim Associations which had received invitations
wore, on the other hand, represented almost without exception, and
all the Shfite groups (except that of India) sent either messages of
adhesion or representatives, some of whom took a prominent part
in the ceremonies and deliberations.  Delegates or representatives
also attended from Persia, India, Ceylon, Indonesia, Chinese Turld-
Htan, the Urals, the Caucasus, Jugoslavia, Morocco, Algeria, Tunisia,
Libya and Nigeria.6

The organizorB of the Congress could thus justifiably congratulate
themselves on the response made to their initiative by the outer
Islamic World, All the more striking, therefore, was the hostility
displayed towards it by a large and influential section of Muslim
opinion in Palestine itself. The long-standing family rivalries which
divided and paralysed the Arabs in every sector and on every issue
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